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ON SOME NECESSARY ALTERATIONS IN THE 
NOMENCLATURE OF BIRDS. 


by GREGORY M. MATHEWS. 


es the publication of my Mundlist, less than three years ago, | have noted 
many alterations in the nomenclature there accepted. As stated in the 
preface, 1 followed the Mandlist of Birds in the British Museum, which was then 
nearing completion, That work, however, regarded the XIIth Edition of Line's 
Systema Naturae as the commencing point of binomial nomenclature, whereas it is 
now generally accepted that the year 1755 and the Xth Edition of Linnés Systema 
Naturae shall mark that inanguration. It seems only a matter of time before 
british ornithologists fall in line with the rest of the scientific world, and I have 
therefore resolved to conform to the laws formulated by the International Zoological 
Congresses, and recoguize 175s as the starting-point. 

Recognition of the laws proposed in the International Code on Zoological 
Nomenclature prohibits the adoption of names introduced in works in which the 
principles of binomial nomenclature are not applied. The law on this matter, 
otherwise strictly enforeed, has been contravened with regard to the © Brissonian 
genera.” Brisson was a non-binomial writer, yet many of the generic names met 
with in his work have been utilized as if correctly introduced. I cannot accept any, 
and the provision of substitutes has sometimes been a difficult task. I have 
constantly referred to C. Davies Sherborn’s admirable work, the /ader Animalium, 
and have continually had to regret the admission of the “ Brissonian genera ™ into 
that most valnable compilation. If they had heen omitted or even recognized as 
of only historical interest my task would have indeed been much lighter. As it is 
| van only state that the accuracy of Mr. Sherborn’s work is most remarkable. 
Only those who have been engaged in nomenclatorial research can gange the 
tretnendons amount of work that has been expended in the production of such a 
publication. In proposing the names to be adopted in place of the ones at present 
illegally in vogne “ex Brisson” I cannot claim that all snch iutrodnetions are tinal, 
and only offer them and invite criticism so that by eo-operation tinality may be 
earlier attained. In order tnat this purpose may be soon achieved | am attaching 
a list of names which seem to need alteration, having no connection with Australian 
ornithology, but which have cropped up whilst I was endeavouring to ascertain the 
correct names of Australian birds for my //enddist. By this action I hope to 
interest my American and Continental friends whose writings I have freely made 
use of and whose studies of nomenclatorial problems largely exceed my own. 

l have not made up these lists with the intention of * upsetting ” any names, 
but with the idea that only strict adherence to the laws will institute stability, and 
my motto coincides with that of the American Ornithologists’ Union, ‘ Zoological 
Nomenclature is a means, not an end, of Zoological Science.” I perhaps diiler 
from that body in some of my methods, but plead that the laws should be observed 
even when they clash with “general consent” for the time being. 1 have been 
much impressed with the total inadequacy of this as a reason for the retention of 
anv name during the course of my investigations, names chosen by that method 
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varying with cach generation, obviously incorrect names gaining Infinence at times 
through the action of a master-haud accepting them. This was observed so ofteu 
that 1 have cvery confidence that the names here proposed, where accurate, would 
very soon displace the incorrect ones, now in use, were action to take place at ouce 
and only the correct names be used. 

In order that no misunderstanding may arise, my general rales have been as 
follows :— 

Non-binomial authors have been ignored. 

Nude names have been. rejected. 

The law of priority has been rigidly observed. 

It might be considered superfluons to make the above statements, but I bave 
found so mneh inconsistency, even among authors professing to accept the above, 
that | have felt compelled to make myself clear on this score. What coustitutes a 
nude generic name seems a moot point. Names unaccompanied by citation of 
known species and cliagnosis have been ignored. In the almer. O. U. Check List, 
3rd Ed. 1910, what may be known as “ Oken’s names ” (Allen, add. freer. Mus. 
Wat. flist. vol. xxiv. 1908. p: 26, note) have been accepted. The matter is too 
intricate to discnss here, bnt I certainly refuse to recognize them. 1] only received 
the latest edition of the Check List when the majority of these notes were drawn 
up, but have taken advantage of most of the alterations there anthorized that relate 
to the birds which fall under my care. 

The following alterations are necessary, the pages and numbers referring to 
my llandlist of the Birds of Australia (1908) :— 


Page 5: Genus LF Casrarius Latham, Zndex Ornith. ii. p. 664 (1790)—type 
C. CUSUariUs 
vice Casuarius Brisson. 
Casuarius johnsoni F. Mueller replaces C, australis Wall (not Shaw), 
if the rnle “ Once a synonym always a synonym ” ts enforced. 
» 6: Genus HE Iegapoditus Temminck, Plenches Col. pl. 220, August 1823 
vice Mega podins Quoy et Gaimard. 
, 12: Gems AXA. Laryzona Bonaparte, Compt. Rend. xlii. p. 599 (1556)— 
type Rallus fasciatus Raffles 
replaces Xallina anet. (not Rallina Reichenbach). 


Reichenbach in slew Syst. Nat. pl. xx. 1849 figures the head, foot, and wing 
of a new genns Pallina. Tn Nor. Synopsis .lrium, No. 5, Jnly 1851, he named 
2577 Rallina concolor (Rallus—Gosse, D. of Jam.); 2471-2 Rallina immaculata 
(Porzani—Gould, clestr. vi. pl. S2)3 2477 Ballina plumbea (Rallus 
nigricans Vieill.). 

In 1852 the text to the plates of the Arium Syst. Nat. was published, and on 
p- xxiii was named Xallina Reichenbach maxima (Rall—us Vieill) R. as the 
typical species of the genus, and references were included covering the previous 
entrances of the genns-name. 

If we accept masima as the type of Rallina, then Reichenbacl’s name falls as 
an absolute synonym of slramides Pucheran, Merwe Zool, po 277 (1845)—type 
A. cayanea, 

If concolor be considered as the type, then Pallina will displace Amearalimnas 
Sharpe (Bull. Orn. Club No. 5, p. xxviii, 1593), introduced for thal species 
alone, 
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To replace Rallina of the Cat, Birds xxii. p. 74 there appears to be only 
one claimant, Muryrona Bonaparte (Comptes lendus xliii p. 599, 1856), who 
introduced it as of Reichenbach, with faseate Raffles as first species and named 
as type in the Cat. Birds, loc, cit. 


Page 13: Genns XXXVII Gallinula Tunstall, Orazth, Brit. p. 3 (771) 
viec Gallinula Brisson. 
» 95 Genus XXXVHI Porphyrio Bonnaterre, Tabl. Euey. Method. Orn. 
p. xely (1790) 
vice Porphyria Brisson. 
„ l4: Genus X Ll. Podiceps Latham, Suppl. Gen, Syn. i. p. 204 787) 
not Podicipes Lath. (emend.). 


British anthors generally bave nsed Podiceps for the Grebes, and jnst as 
consistently has it been rejected by American writers. The reasons given by the 
latter can be best understood by a quotation from a very recent paper on this 
subject. Allen (Lull. clmer. Mus. Nat. Hist. vol. xxii. p. 259, 1907) stated: “Certain 
naturalists, more especially the English, have, however, persistently employed 
Colymbus for the Loons and other names for the Grebes, clearly without good 
reason, possibly following Latham, who, in 1757, proposed Podiceps for the Grebes, 
and adopted Colymbus (Latham nec Linn.) for the Loons”; on p. 200 he added: 
‘Tatham’s ‘Geuns LXXIX. Podiceps (Colymbus lànn.)’ is a substitute name for 
Colymbus Linnaeus, and consists of what was left of that gronp after the Loons 
were removed [rom it by Brisson. Tt is therefore an exact synonym of the restricted 
genns Colymbus Brisson of the Check List. From the modern point of view, 
Latham had no right to reintroduce, on a later page, the name Colymbus (Genus 
LXXXVI. Colymbus Latham) as a new genus for the Loons, after making it a 
synonym of his own genus Podiceps, to say nothing of Brisson’s having separated 
the Loons from the Grebes as a distinct genus in 1760, or twenty-seven years 
before. According to modern nsage in other similar cases, Podiceps has no 
standing, being a pure synonym of an earlier genus.” 

Upon referring to Latham’s work I find that the preceeding is obviously a 
misinterpretation of Latham’s action. 

In the Xth Ed. of the Systema Naturae (p. 130) Linné ineluded four species 
under his genus Colymbus (Brisson independently introduced Colymbus for the 
Grebes: he never subdivided a Linnean genns; he used the same names as Linné, 
often with different significations, as for instance Mergus, which he used for the 
Divers thongh Linné had utilized it for the Mergansers). Linné in his XIIth 
Edition of the Systema Naturae increased the number of species under Colymbus 
to eleven. 

Latham was the first writer to subdivide this genus, and his method was 
perfectly legitimate, and moreover quite intelligible. He noted tifteen species, 
but separated the Linnean genus into three, accepting [viu for the Guillemots, 
restricting Colymbus to the Divers, and introducing Podiceps dor the Grebes. As 
he worked with the Linnean system he indicated in brackets the Linnean genus 
in the few instances where he made improvements. This is clearly seen as, when 
including Syleia (p. 287), Perdix (p. 290), Numenius (p. 291), and Phalaropus 
(p. 294), he noted against cach the Linnean equivalents, Motacilla, Tetrao, 
Scolopax, and Tringa respectively. But such ean by no means be called substitute 
names, as in cach case Latham retained the Linnean names for a restricted portion 
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of the Linnean genus. There ean be no appeal whatever from Latham’s action, 
aud consequently Podiceps must be used for the Grebes.  Latham’s division 
was endorsed by sneh nou-Kuaglish ornithologists as Retzins (1800), Bechstein 
(1803), Meisner (1804), Koch (1x16), Vieillot (1516), Cuvier (1817), Temminck 
(1520), Lesson (182%), and Kaup (1829), to mention only the first names that 
come to hand, 

In 1829 Kaup (Swizz. Hntie.-Gesch, Nat. Syst.) introduced new generic names 
as follows: on p. 35 he retained Podiceps for the P. minor group; on p. 41 he 
proposed ytes for P. cornutus and arcticus; on p. 44 Pedetaithyia for P. sub- 
eristatus; on p. 49 Proctopus for P. anritus; aud p. 72 Lophaithyia for P. eristatus. 
Here again, thongh the names cannot be accepted with fall generic rank, the 
method of restriction being correctly employed no subsequent alterations can be 
admitted that would depreciate Kanp’s division. Hence Podiceps must be used 


forthe Dabehicks and ytes for the Grebes, the later introdaced names being of 
only subgeneric valne, 


Page 14: Genus XLII Jytes Kaup, Skizz. Entw.-tiesch. Nut. Syst. p. 41 (1529) 

replaces Lophaithyra Kaup, loc, cit. p. 7°. 

» Id: Genns ALV. Penguinus Briinnich, Zool, Fund p. 73 (1772)—type 
Phacthon demersus Line 


replaces Catarractes Brisson. 


Penguinus Brüunich. 


The consideration of this genus involves a review of the generie names 
proposed for Penguins between 1758 anl E840. In the Systema Naturae, Xth lèd. 
1758, two species of Penguin were included by Linné, and, curiously, the same 
specific designation was given to eacb, as they were allotted to different genera, 
one being called /ome/er demersa (p. 132), the other Phacthon demersus (p. 135). 
In Zool. Fund. p. 78, 1772, Briiunich introduced for these two Linnean species 
two genera, Penguinus and Spheniscus: though diaguoses are fully given no 
species are cited; bnt the names are easily referable, the former agreeing with 
Linnés Phaethon demersus, the latter covering the Diomedea demersa Lianne. 

In 1777 Scopolt, iu the /atro. Hist. Nat. p. 402, revived Brisson’s Cetarractes, 
correctly citing Liuné’s Phacthon demersus as example. Thus Catarractes Scopoli 
must fall as an absolute synonym of Penguinns Brüunich. Seopoli then men- 
tioned Diomedea, and quoted as example Lomedea demersa Lh. and as synonym 
Penguinus Brünnich. The diagnosis there given and the facts do uot agree with 
these attachments. Scopoli further includes Spheniscus Briiunuieh, but does not 
give any species, as was natural since he had disposed otherwise of the bird 
Briinuich indicated. Scopoli gives accurately the essential feature of Briinnich’s 
genus, 

In 1778 some plates of birds were drawn by or for J. F. Miller, and two 
Penguins are included, but whether these were published at that date is quite 
uncertain. They may therefore be neglected. I note them as publication * would 
possibly change the authorship of the genus ciptenodytes trom Forster ITSE to 
Miller 1778. No other harm would be done. 

In 178f the Penguins were exhanstively dealt with by Forster in the Comment. 
Gatting, iii. pp. 124 ef seg., when nine species were enumerated Though previously 


* (Boddaert in 1783 quotes some of Miller's plates !) 
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two genera had been in use for only two species, Forster includes all his niue 
species nuder one generic name, and that a new one, .[ptenodytes. The first species 
was separated from the remaining eight, and therefore might be assumed to be 
either typical or atypical; but, as showing how artificial the separation was, it is 
now accepted that this first species is identical with one of the other eight. 

In 1786 Scopoli, in the Mel, Flor. et Faun. Insub. vol. ii. p. 91, recorded some 
Penguins, and, after the fashion of those times, introdneed a new generie name, 
Apterodita, and also altered the specific names. 

Gmelin in the XL1Ith Edition of the Systema Naturae, ITSS, accepted Forster's 
generic name, which he also spelt lpteno/yfa on the same page (p. 555). Forster 
in the Enchiridion p. 38, 1788, included Aptenodytes. Latham in the Inder Ornith. 
ii. p. S78, 1790, utilized Forster’s name, whilst Bonnaterre in the Fabl. Ane. Method. 
Ornith. p. Uxxxiv and p. 66, 1791, spelt it Aptenodita and Aptenodyta. 

In 1793 Shaw (Lererian Museum p. 144. pl. 35) figared Forster’s A. pata- 
chonica us the type of a new genus, Pinuguinaria. 

In 1796 Miller's plates were published “with Descriptions by George Shaw,” 
and though the plates (xxiii, xxxiv, xl, xlix) are lettered as -lptenodytes species, 
the text (pp. 45, 67, 78, and 92) calls them P/aguinaria species. 

From the preceding it will be seen that no one attempted to classify the 
Penguins or to subdivide Forster's genus, but simply to replace older names with 
their own. 

Lacépede in 1799 ( Tabl. Oiseaus, p. 14) bad only recognized Aptenodytes, as did 
Iiger (Prodromus p. 285) in 181}. The first author I have discovered to snb- 
divide Aptenodytes is Vieillot (Analyse p. 67, 1816), who indicated a new genus, 
Endyptes, covering two sections, typified hy Manchot des Hottentots (= 1). demersa 
Linné) and Sautenr, Buffon. ; 

Aptenodytes restricted he exemplified by Apt. papra Gm. Lath,  Ladyptes is 
shown to be a misprint on p, 70 for Kedyptes. 

Should not .1. papua be recognized as the type of .lptenodyles? 1 do not see 
how any other species can be chosen. 

Jn 1817 Cuvier (Aegre .taimal vol. i. p. 512, 1817) divided J ptenodytes into 
three, restricting Aptenodytes to species like patagonica Gm., and reviving Catar- 
rhactes (ex Brisson) for chrysocoma Gm. and Spheniscus (ex Brisson) for demersa 
Gm. Therefore Cetarrhactes Cuv. equals Penguinus Brünn., and Spheniseus Cuv. 
is the same as Spheniscus Brünn. 

Ju 1529 Temmiuek (lan. Ornith. vol. i. pp. exii, exili, 1520) retained ciples 
nodytes for the patachonica group and Spheniscus (ex Brisson) tor D. demersa 
Linné, classing therewith 21. minor Forster. 

In 1826 Stephens (Shaw’s Gen. Zool. vol. xiii. pt. 1. pp. 54 et sey.) introduces 
a further complication, by restricting slptenodytes to the patagonica species and 
utilizing Sphenisces for the M. demersa group, and then proposing a new genus, 
Chrysocoma, Yor the nuallotted species. As lis first species of this latter group 
is chrysocome Forster, by tantonymy it is accepted as type, aud hence Chryxocoma 
becomes an absolute synonym of Penguinus. 

Lesson, Manuri Ornith, ii p. 366 (182s), accepted Cuvier’s divisions, 
designating sIptenodytes demersa Gm. as type of Spheniscus Brisson, Cuvier ; 
wud A. patagonica Ging as type of wAptenodytes Forster. 

In 1832 Wagler (/sis p. 281, 1832) ereated another new genus, Pygoscelis, for 
the species .lprenodytes papua Forster. 
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This fairly reviews the state of affairs at IS40, when Gray (List (Gen. Birds 
p. 77) typified the various genera previously proposed. Omitting all reference to 
Pengunus Brünnich, .lpterodita Scopoli, or Chrysosoma Stephens, he accepted tour 
genera as follows :— 


Spheniscus Briss. Type S. demersus (L) Temm. 
Eudyptes Vieill. » Æ. chrysocome (Forster) Vieill. 
Pygoscelis Wag. » P. papua (Forster) Wagl. 
alptenodytes Forster, y 4l. patuchoniva (Forster). 


If this action be allowed to overrule Vieillot’s disposition, which seems to be 
a inatter for more consideration, we arrive at the following :— 
Penguinus Brünnich, 1772, Type PA. demersus Linne. 
The synonymy includes Catarractes Scopoli, 1777 ; Eudyptes Vieill, 1916; 
Chrysocoma Stephens, 1826. 
- Spheniscus Brünnich, 1772. Type D. demersa Linne. 


This is Spheniscus of Brisson and most recent authors. 


elptenodytes Forster, 17514. Type if. patachonica Forster. 
"i Y , ) / 
As synonyms may be noted sl pterodita Scopoli, 1786 ; Pinguinaria Shaw, 1793, 


J 
Pygoscelis Wagler, 1532. Type l. papua Forster. 
This arrangement only necessitates the introduction of Penguinus Brünnich 
vice Cutarractes Brisson into the nomenclature as at present generally accepted. 


Recoguition of Vieillot’s separation will incur many other changes, and, if necessary, 
these mnst be made at once. 


Page 16: Genns LI, Puffinus Cuvier, Règne dfnimal p. 516. vol. L (1817) 
vice Pufinus Brisson. 
» Ii: Genns LY. Procedlaria Linné, Systema Naturae Xth Ed. p. 131 (1758) — 
type, by designation of Gray, 1840, p. 78, P. aequinoctialis L. 
replaces Majagueus Reichenbach, 1552. 
3 19: Species 114. Diomedea chrysostoma Forster, Mem. Math, Phys. pres. 
Plead. leoy. Sct. (Paris) vol. x. p. 571. pl. xiv (1785) 
replaces Z). culminata Gould (the genns Thelassogeron cannot stand). 
» 9» Species 117. Phoebetria palpebrata Forst., Mem. Math. Phys. pres. 
Plead. Roy. Set. (Paris) vol. x. p. 571. pl. xv (1785) 
replaces P. cornicotdes Hnttou (Forsters figure examined). 
p 20: Species 119. /ydrochelidon leucoparcia (Natt. 1820) 
antedates 77. Aybrida (Pall. 1827), and the Australian form mnst be 
called 72. leucopareia fuciatilis Gould. 
» 95 Species 120, (relochelidon macrotarsa Gould for the Australian bird, and 
(1. nilotica Gin. (17359) 
replace (r. anglica Mont. (1813). 
» 95 Species 121. Lydroprogne caspia Pallas, Nor. Comm, Petrop. vol. xiv. 
Die tose. pl. xk, 2 
vice 71. caspia Mont. 

Iu the Amer. U. Check List 3rd Ed. 1910 Thalasseus Boie has been accepted 
instead of //yd/roprogue, but clearly the matter requires reconsideration, I make 
ont the claim of Mydroprogne to stand as follows: Thalasseus was introduced by 
Boie in the /s’s [S22 p. 563 for three species, caspia, cantiaca, and anglica. Kaup 


32 
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in Skizz. Mntw.-Geseh. Nat. Syst, 1829 proposed new generic names: on p. 31 
Aetochelidon for Sterna cantiaca; Hydroprogne on p. 91 for Sterna caspia and 
aranca (anglica); and on p. 97 gave Thalassaea with Sterna Dougalli as only 
species. Inasmuch as he thus typified Thalassaca (= Thalasseus) by a species not 
inelnded in the original list his action cannot be accepted. 

Brehm in the /s/s 1830 p. 994, ignoring Kanp’s action, divided Bote’s genus 
into three, restricting 7halasscus to Sterna cantiaca, and inventing Sylochelidon 
for Sterna caspia and Gelochelidon for Sterna anglica. The following year in the 
Vogel Deutschlands pp. 767 et seq. Brehm fully deseribed these genera, aud abso- 
Intely settled the matter as regarding the type of Thalasseus. In 1840 Gray 
endorsed Brehim’s action by seleeting cantiaca as type of Thalasseus Boie. At 
the same time he noted Brehm’s Sylochelidon, but did not know of Kaup’s work. 
In 1855 Gray changed the type of Thalasseus to caspia, svnonymizing Hydroprogne 
Kanp, and then accepting .lctochelidon Kanp as typified by cantiaca. But there 
was no valid reason for such alteration, Grav’s first action being quite legal, and, 
eonsidering Brebm’s work, the only course open to him. Moreover, Reichenbach tn 
1852 (Vaturl. Syst. Vogel p. v, 1852) indicated cantiaca as the type of Thalasseus. 
Page 21: Species 128, Sterna fuscata Linu, Syst. Nat. XU th Ed. p. 228 (1766) 

replaces Sterna fuliginosa Gm. 17X5. 
22; Genus LXXVL Catharacta Briinnieh, Orn, Boreal, 1764. p. 32 
replaces Megalestris Bonap. 1856, 


19 


The ease of Catharacta versus Megalestris has been argued by J. A. Allen 
(tuk vol. xxi. p. 345, 1904), who decided in favonr of the latter. Allen rejected 
Catharacta on acconnt of a prior Catarractes of Brisson, As Brisson was a nou- 
binomial anthor his name has no standing in scientific nomenclature.  Briinniel’s 
first species was Catharacta skua; bis figured species was C. ecpphus = Larus 
parasiticus L. Allen argued that the latter species should be taken as type, but 
the former was aecepted by Linné in the ATIth Ed. Systema Naturae as Laras 
catarractes, and henee “by virtnal tautonymy ” might be regarded as type. 
However, Gray in 1840 designated Catarracta skua as type of Catarracta, which 
genns, as was his wont, he assigned to Ray, I would agree to Gray’s action, as by 
means of it we can preserve Stercorarius lor the birds typified by Larus parasiticus 
by taking Sehaeffer’s introduction of that genus, Schaeffer utilized it for Larus 
parasiticus alone, following Linné in referring catarractes to Larus, 


Page 22: Genns LAAVIT. Stercorarius Schaeffer, Mus. Ornith. 17389. p. 62 
vice Stercorarius Brisson. 
Speeies 142. St. parasiticus Linné, Syst. Nat, ed. x. p. 136 (L755) 
replaces St. crepidatus Banks, 17783. 
23: Genus LXXVI, Morinedla Meyer und Wolf, Zaschenb. d. Vogel p. 383 
note (1510) 
replaces slrenaria Brisson. 
24: Genns LAXATIL. Sguatarola Cuvier, Regne clnémal i. p. 467 (1817) 
vice Sguatarola Leach. 
Speeles 150. The speeific sguatarola I. 1758, p. 149 
replaces elvetica L. 1766. 
» 25: Genuas LXXXVHI. Himantopus Bonuate-re, Tubi. bar. Meth. Ornith. 
pp. ixxxi & 24 (1790) 
vice Lfimantopus Drisson. 
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Page 201: Genns NCL. Vawenius Brinnich, Zool. Fund. p. 76 (1772) 
vice Numenius Brisson. 
Genus XOIFI. Limosa Schaeffer, Mas. Ornith. p. 52 (1759) 


$9 sy 
vice Limosa Brisson, 
» 9 species 167. L baueri Nanmann, Vogel Deutschl, viii. p. 429 (1836) 


replaces L. noraezealandiae Gray. 
5 22: Genus AGATE cletitis * higer, Prodromus p. 262 (1811) 
replaces 7ringoides Bonaparte, 1831. 
Genns CEL Arenaria Bechst.(not Brisson), Ornith. Taschend. p. 462a (1803) 


7 7? 
replaces Calidris Hliger, 1811. 
» ~~) Species 178. The species name leucophaea Pallas tn Vroegs Catal. p. 82. 


1764 
replaces arenaria Linne, 1766. 
» 28: Genus CIH. The reference given here is incorrect: it should read 
Lönnberg, J. f.O. 1906. pp. 531-3. 
Genus (V. “rolia Vieillot, Analyse p. 59 (1816) 


? »? 
replaces clucylochetlus Kaup, 1829. 
„o » species 182. The species name ferruginea Brünnich, Orn. Boreal. p. 53 


(1764) 

autedates subaryuatus Gitldenst. 

» 9, Genus CVIL Gallinago Koch, Die Siugthiere p. 312 (1516) 
vice frallinago Leach. 

» 29: Genus CXL, Prachelia Scopoli, danus L, Hist. Nat. p. 110 (1769) 
replaces Glareola Brisson. 

» 30: Genus CXVI. bis Lacépède, Tubi. Oiseaux p. 18 (1799) 
vice bis Cuvier, 1517. 

p 9 <latigone rabicunda Perry, clreana, Jane 1810 
antedates A. australausiana (Gould). 

» 31: Genns CXVII. Lyatheus Billberg, Syn. Faunae Scand. i. p. 166 (1828) 
replaces Plegadis Kanp. 

5 32: Genus CXXVI,. Epea Forster, Syn. Cat. Brit. Birds p. 59 (1817) 
replaces Garvetta Kanp, 1829. 

» 33: Genus CXXVIL. Nycticorax Forster, Syn. Cat. Brit. Birds p. 59 (1817) 
vice Vyeticorax Rafinesque. 

» 97 Genns CNXX, Lcobrychus Billberg, Syn. Faunae Scand. i. p. 166 (1828) 

replaces clrdette Gray, 1842. 
Genus CXXXH. Botaurus Stephens, in Shaw's General Zoology vol. xi. 


3 3 
Pere ii p: ao (S10) 
vice Botaurus Brisson. 
» 30: Genus CXLVIII Nyroca Fleming, Philos. Zool, ii. p. 260 (1823 
replaces Aythya Boie (preoceupied).t 
» 37: Genus CL. Carbo Lacépède, Tableau Oiseane p. 15 (1799) 


replaces Palacrocora.r of Brissou. 


* Setitis Niger (Pradramus p. 262, IS11) was introduced fora number of specics, one of which was 
hypoleucos L. In the Jsis p. 560, 1822, Boie only included this species under „Ietitis, placing the other 
members of Mliger’s genus in other genera, Consequently this can be considered as restriction, and thus 
hypolrucos becomes the type of -letétis Illiger. Bonaparte in the Qioruale Arcadi'o vol. Hi. p. 57, 1831, 
proposed 7ringoides as a substitute for © tetitis Boie nce IH” As Boic's genus was part of lligers 1 do 
not accept Bonaparte’s name, 

t CE. Lnapiez, Dict, Class, @ Hist, Nat. i. p. 128 (4822), and Stone, fad 107, p. 190, 
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Page 38: Genus CLIL Sada Scopoli, Intro. Tiste Nat. p. 474 (077 
vice Suda Brisson. 
o  Genns CLUE. Fregata Lacépède, Tableau Oiseaux p. 15 (1799) 
vice Fregata Brisson. 
» 40: Genus CLVII Nisus Lacépède, Tableau Oiseaur p. + (1799) 
replaces .lec/piter Brisson. 


There need be no sentiment with regard to the rejection of stecipiter. Brisson 
introduced two genera tor the Falconidae, viz. Aquila and clee/piter, whilst Linné 
classed all under Falco. Inasmuch as Brisson did not recognize Linnés genus, his 
names cannot be accepted as constituting a subdivision of the Linnean genus. The 
first use I have traced of Accipiter in binomial nomenclatnre is that of S. G. 
Ginelin in the Nor. Comm. sleu Petrop, vol. xv. p 439, 1771, when three 
species are named, none of which are referable to slecipiter (anet.). The first 
disintegration of the Linnean Falco was made by Lacépède, who divided it into 
seven genera—Iqudla, Astar, Nisus, Buteo, Circus, Méilrus, and Fulco : these genera 
had previously been many times indicated as sections but no sectional names 
correctly introduced. The researches of Mr. C. Davies Sherborn have proved the 
valid introdnetion of these names in 1799, and as species were added almost 
immediately (Natural Seleuce, p. 406, 1899), there can be uo disputing the 
acceptability of Laeépéde’s divisions, Circus and Astur are already commonly 
recognized as of Lacépède, as noted in my //aadlist, p. 39, Genera CLVI. and 
CES G. 


Page 44: Genus CLXXV. Tyto Billberg, Syn. Faunae Seand. i. tab, A (IS28) 
replaces Strix (auctornm, non Linné 1753 ! 


In the almer. O. U. Check List, 3rd Ed. 1910, eco Fleming, 1822, is chosen 
to replace the name Stric now generally in use for the Barn Owls. That name, 
however, is preoccupied by Link, Besch. Naturl. Samml. p. 130 (1807), for a genus 
of Mouses! The next name in order appears to be Tyto of Billberg as given 
above. Billberg, in 1820, had previonsly propose! Tyta for a geuus of Insects, 
so that some may consider the name Tyto preoceupied. In that ease Hybris 
Nitzseh (Syst, Pteryl. p. 100, 1840) would have a claim. 


Page 47: Liemetis tenuirostris Kuhl, Consp. Psitt. p. SS (1820) 

replaces L. asica Temminck. 

» 48: Polytelis anthopeplus Vigors in Lears Mon. Psitt. pt. 8, October 1, 1531 
replaces P. melanura id., ib. pt. 12, 1532. 

y 49: Platycercus browni Kuhl, Consp. Psitt. p. 56 (1820) 
replaces Z’. fariventris Temminck. 

» p Platycercus renastus Wahl, Consp. Psitt, p. 52 (1820) 
replaces P. browni Temmiuek. 

y Ol: Neophema chrysostoma Kuhl, Consp. Psitt. p. 50 (1520) 
replaces V. renusta Temminck. 

» 56: Genus CCNITL. Collocalia Gray, List Genera Birds p. S (1840) 
replaces “ Salangana Thumb.” 
(Cf Richmond, roes C: S. Nat. Mas. xxxv. p. 640, 1908.) 

y » Genus CCXV. alpus Scopoli, Zntro. Hist, Nat. p. 483 (1777 
replaces ('ypselus Higer, 1511. 


If Apus Scopoli be considered preaccupied by tpos, introduced earlier in the 
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same work by the same writer, then Wéeropus Meyer und Wolf (1510) still antc- 
dates Cypselus Hliger, 1511. 


Page 60: Genus CCNXVI, Chelidon, Forster, Syn. Cat. Brit, Birds p. 17 (S17) 

replaces //irundo (anct.). 

„ 75: sleanthira archibaldi 
replaces al. magnirostris Campbell (not Gonld). 

» 102: Munia flariprymna 
replaces J, ranthoprymne. 

p 103: Poëphila atropygials 
replaces P. wigrotecta. 


The following list contains names which appear to be first introlaced into 
binomial nomenclature at the place given, aud I am recording them for the sake of 
criticism. 

Brünnich in the Zool. Fund., 1772, gave diagnoses of some ninety-two genera, 
and hence many “ Brissonian genera” can be utilized as of this place, as Brünnich 
wainly followed Brisson. Scopoli, in the /atro. List. Nat. 1777, also noted some 
ninety-two names, but he nsed side by side the different names given by Brtsson 
and Linné to similar gronps, so that a disturbing factor is here met with. Schaeffer, 
in the Klem. Ornith. Icon. 1774, and 2nd Ed. 1779, reproduce! the Brissontan 
classification, but in these works he was not binomial ; in the Mes. Ornithol. 1759 
he still followed the Brissonian scheme but adopted binomiality; he applied the 
system most consistently, as out of two hundred and twenty-nin> species recorded, 
in only seven instances are other than binomials used. This work must therefore be 
accepted, and through it other Brissoniau names gain a valid introdnction. A few 
other Brissonian generic names were binominally used by such writers as Pallas, 
S. G. Gmelin, Boddaert, cte., and as a consequence few of the * Brissonian genera ” 
need alteration save as to the anthority. 

Anser Pallas, Spc. Zool. (6) p. 21 (1709) 

vice alvser Brisson. 

Aquila S. G. Gmelin, Noc. Comm. Petrop. vol. xv. p. 449 (1771) 

vice alguila Brisson. 

als’o Schacter, Mes. Ornith. p. 10 (1789) 

vice As/o Brisson. 
Carduelis Schaeffer, Mus. Ornith. p. 23 (1789) 
vice Carduelis Brisson. This name also antedates -leantis Borkhausen, 
Lidas 
Ciconia Brun., Zool, Funde p. 74 (17:2) 
vice Ciconia Brisson. 
Coccothraustes Schaeffer, Mus. Ornith. p. 28 (1759) 
vice Coccothraustes Brissou. 
C Brinn., Zool. Fund. p. YA (1772 
vice Colius Brisson. 
Corriva Briiun., Zool. Fund, p. 72 (17:2 
vice Corrie Brisson. 
Cotinga Boddaert, Tabl. Pl. erlum. p. 14 (E53) 
vice Cotinga Brisson. 
Currirostra Scopolt, Zntro. Liste Nat. p. 450 (1033) 
appears to have a prior right to Loria Linn. (anet.). 
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In the place quoted Seopoll separated Loxia currirvostra L. with the generic ap- 
pellation above given. As he retained Lacie (p. 433) for the other species his action 
seemed unassailable. In the Bell. Amer. Mas. Nat. Hist. vol. xxiii. p. 356, 1997, 
Allen wrote: “Type (of Loria) by restriction Loxia curcirostra, the first species.” 
In the next volume (p. 36), recognizing his error, he clatmed it as designated by 
Gray, 1540, and it is tls accepted in the Amer. O. C. Chek List 1910, Allen, 
however, noted “ Brehm (1827) had fonnded Curefrostra for the Crossbills, of 
which L. curvirostra is type by tautonymy.” Neopolis fitty-year-prior introdne- 
tion, legitimately made, seems to nullify all later action with regard to the fixation 
of L. currirostra as type of Loria. As a matter of historical interest, Dandin, 
Traité C Ornith. ii. p. 355 (1800), and Forster, Syn. Cat, Brit. B p. 10 (1517), had 
both correctly proposed Crecirostra for the Crosshills prior to Brehm’s Currirostra 
(1527). There appears to be no other conrse legally open save the recognition of 
Scopoli’s genus for the group of Lowa curcirostra Linné.* 

Fraterenla Schaeffer, Mus. Oruith. p. 61 (1739) 

vice Fratercula Brisson, 
Garrulus Schaeffer, Jaus, Ornith. p. 14 (1789) 
vice Garrulus Brisson. 
Gelochelidon nilotica Gm., Syst, Nat. i. p. 605 (1789) 
replaces (r. anglica Mont. (1513). 
Lagopus Schaeffer, Jus. Ornith. p. 2 (1759) 
vice Lagopus Brisson. 
Manacus Pallas, Spic. Zool. (6) p. 21 (1769) 
vice J/anacus Brisson, 
Momotus Brünnich, Zool. Fund. p, S4 (17732) 
vice J/omotus Brisson, 
Nucifraga Schaeffer, Mus. Ornith. p. 14 (1789) 
vice Wueif/raga Brisson, 
Meyatlornuis Gray, List (Genera of Birds 2nd Ed. p. 85 (1841) 
must replace (rras (anct.), not of Pallas 1766. 

In the Amer, O. U. Check List 3rd Ed. 1910, Gres has been daringly retained 
as of Pallas 1766, and the type is given as, by tautonymy, slrdea grus Linnée. if 
this ean be recognized, why should there have been any discussion regarding Stria 
Linné, 1758, and its type? As shown by Allen himself, Zull. clmer, Mus. Nat. 
Hist, xxiii. p. 313, 1907, Gras Pallas, 1766, is an absolute synonym of Psophia 
Linné, 1755. Pallas in Misc. Zool. p. 66, 1766, introduced Gras with relation 
to Psophia crepitans L. : in Spic. Zool. (4) p. 1, 1767, he again referred to it in the 
same connection. In 1773 Pallas (Reise Prov. Russ. Reichs ii, p. 714) introduced 
a new species of Grus, which is now the type of Levcogeranus. 

Gray recognized the truth in 1841, and correctly syuonymizing Grus Pallas 
with Psophia Linné, proposed Jegalornis for the species typified by slrdea grus 
Linné. 


* This note of Mr. Mathews is of interest as it brings to light Scopoli's mune Carrirestra 1777. Vf 
tbe method of climinalion alone is used, Cureirestra must indeed replace Loria auctorum. Mr. Mathews 
is quite: right in saying that Cureirostra of Forsterand Cuvier is older than Currirostra of Brehm, and that 
all these antedate Gray's designation of 1810. On the other hand, 4. cerrirestra is the type of Loria 
by the rule of tantopymy, the name of the genus being like the synonym of one of its species and 
evidently based upon that name.—If this conrse is followel here, terrible confusion will be avoided. 
I eannot, bowever, agree that “general consent,” as Dr. Allen says (dull, Amer, Mus. xxiii. p 356), has 
anything to do with our decision.—E, II. 
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Passer Schaeffer, Mus: Ornith. p. 24 (1789) 
vice Passer Brisson. 
Perdiz 8. G. Gmelin, Vor. Comm, Acad. Petrop. xv. p. $48 (E771) 
vice Perdix Brisson. 
Phalaropus Brünnich, Zool, Fund. p. 72 (1773) 
vice Phalaropus Brisson. 
Ta chaelter, Mus. Ornith, p. 13 (1759) 
viee Picea Brisson. 
Pyrrhula Schaeffer, Mus. Ornith. p. 30 (1739) 
vice Pyrrhula Brisson. 
Spheniscus Brünnich, Zool. Mund. p. 78 (1772) 
viee Spheniscus Brisson. 
Scops Brünnieh, Zool. Fund. p. 74 (1772) 
vice Scopus Brisson. 
Thalasseus Bote, Isis p. 563 (1822 
replaces cletochelidon Kanp, 1829. 
Turtur Boddaert, Tabl. Planches Eulum. p. 10 (1783) 
replaces Chaleopelia Bonap., 1557. 
and Streptopelia Bonap, Consp. Av. ii. p. 63 (1557) 
replaces 7urtur Selby, 1535, not Boddaert 1753. 


At the place quoted Boddaert gives the following: “PI. 160. Tourterelle du 
Sénégal, Balf. vi. p. 394. Briss., Ornith. i p. 122. pl. x. fig. }. Turtur afra linn. 
104. 34.” 

Linné’s Columba afra was fonnded npon Brisson’s bird. The aeeeptance of 
Boddaert’s work neeessitates the above alterations. 


Orie Briinnieh, Orr, Boreal, p. 27 (1764) 
vice Orie Brisson. 

Vanellus Schaetfer, Mus. Ornith. p. 49 (1739) 
vice Verzellus Brisson. 

Veginalis Gmelin, Syst. Nat. XP lth Ed. vol. i. p. 705 (1758) 
should replace Chion?s Forster, 1788. 


This is a most enrious instanee of perversity in the choice of generic names. 
Forster in the Lxchiridion 1758 gave diagnoses of genera ouly: eighty-one names 
in all, of which only three were new. Of even date Gmelin proposed new generie 
names for two of these, with good definitions and species cited. Legally both of 
Gmelin’s genera have priority, but one has been aceepted, the other rejected, though 
the eonditions are absolutely identical in eaeh ease. Moreover, in this case there 
is a prior Chion (Scopoli, Intro. Hist. Nat. p. 898, 1777), which may be cousidered 
by some authorities to preoeeupy Chionis. 


] am indebted to Mr. Tom Iredale for mneh help with the foregoing work. 


